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Ir the Term Trufl had beea confined go the Subjelt, its Propriety might have boca ‘sdmpit-
ted, but it would not have juftificd the Pretenfion fet up; for the Amount Qf the Argument
would have been, that what was given, or refulted by legal Operation to fupport the Office
or Station of the Governer ought to be applied to that Purpofe, that the Poople might notbe cal-
led upon for a Supply, which was before provided, and that if they fhould be called
they ought to have an Account to enable them to form an Eftimate of the Income for .the gup-
port of the Governor, before they could prudently make an Addition to it.

THE Fines and Forfeitures, as the Meffage fuppofed, would of Courfe devolve upon his Lord-
thip’s Succeffor, upon his Lordfhip’s being divefted of his Government. This Devolution in Fa&t
happened upon the Revolution. =

I~ this Mecflage, the Lower Houfe exprefled the Sentiments I have endeavoured to maintain.

¢ Ir his Lordfhip thould be divefted of the Government” what does this Paffage imply more
than if his Lordfhip fhould be diveited of the Office of G.vermor 7 What he was entitled to 35
Governor would go to his Sucec/ir.  Who would be this Succeffor ? It appears by the Determi-
nation in the Year 1692, that the Fines and Forfeitures devolved upon the Crown, all the Powers
his Lordfhip had before his Incapacity belonged to the Crown, and would again upon another
Deprivacion, and, with thefe, the Fines and Forfeitures would fall to his Majefty as Sweceffor of
Lord Baltimore together with every other Revenue annexed to the Government, or to the Office
of Governor. I'he Lancuage of this Meflage correfpanded with the Opinion of other Affem-
blies, and the general Practice under the Acts of Aflembly 1 have cited, and applied, by which i¢*
appears that Lord Bultimere has been held to be comprehended in the Defignation Swceeffor, when
that Term was ufed in Aéts that pafled in the Queen’s, or King’s Time.

TrE Governor's Anfwer to the Mcflage of the Lower Houfe entered into a large Difcuffion of
the Subject; but there being many legal technical Terms in it I fhall ftate the Purport of it, and
give its Senfe in Word: of more tamiliar Ute—The Governor contended that * Lord Baktimore had
& the fame Rigzht to the Fines, &e. that the King has in England, and Lords of Manors have in
< their Courts— That they have always been reccived by the King, as a cafual Revenue unac-
¢ countable to Parliament in the fame Manner with anv other ot his Demefnes, and that Lords
« of Manors had received them as thev did their Rents—That the King is entitled to Fines in
“ Right of his €rown, his Lordfhip in Right of his Dominion, and Lords of Manors in Right
“ of Tenure, and that as the King was not accountable to Parliament, nor Lords of Manors to
¢ their Tenants, ncither was Lord Baltimore aceountable to the Affembly.”

THaT the Kinz is entitled to Fine«, &¢. fct in his Courts, unlefs where there is .an Appro-
priation of them to other Utes by Act of Parhament, and that no Account of them is ever ren-
dered to, or demanded by Parhament, no onc, I prefume, will deny.—If the immediate Govern-
ment of this Province thould be again aiflumed by the Crown, [ prefume alfo, no Account of
Fines and Forteiture-, or of their Application would be rendred, or expected, and if an Account
of them, and of their Application, i now due, it may be proved that his Lordfhip in his Office
of Hereditary Governor, or as the Reprefentative ¢ the Crown, has /s Right, or Power under
the Charter than ke weuntd have, i€ he adted in the Office of Governor under an immediate Com-
miffion from the Crown ; but I um bold in faying this Pofition can’t be maintained. No Change
of the Perfon cxerciting the Office of Governor cun alter our Conftitution, the Rights and Pri-
vileges of the People, and contequently the Righis and Prerogatives of Government, on that
Event, would remuin the fame, wnd @ contray Dotrine is pregnant with two many Evils to be
advanced upon fedate, aind matere Reflection.

Tuo’ what hath Seen ffated i the Courle of this Letter may be applied in Anfwer to all the
Objeétions that ha:c been urged = wintt b1 Lordthip’s Claim to the One Shilling per Hogthead,
yet as I am folicizous to give vowas full a View as 1 can of the Matters infifted upon in (%ppoﬁ—
tion to it, I muft be vour Patience a Littie longer, whiltk 1 go through the Subftance of the Re-
port of the Lower Hou'v in the Year 1739,

1t I owe alledred inthe Report thae ¢ bothe Continuance and Re-enalting the A& of
¢ 1692 dunny the Time the Government and Proteétion of this Province was in the Crown,
«¢ the Law-Makers did not deem the fame, or sy of them to be [ f ) perpetual, but only to
¢ have a Duration with fuch Governor or Govcinment.”
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L] The Comiiiee wre awnre v e Al of 1704 was indofmte, and therefore endeavoured
to fheiw ti: tic Al of 1642, whih tcac in the ke indefinite Terms, was deemed to endure only
with the G.oonzry &0 e whsie Time it b idy and ay a Foundation for this Argument they al-

ledged



